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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Dear Sir: 



This is in response to the restriction requirement set forth in the Office Action 
dated January 1 5 5 2002 (Paper No.7). 



RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

The Examiner has required restriction to one of the Group I-Group VII inventions 
under 35 U.S.C. §121. 

Applicants hereby elect the Group I invention (claims 1-26 drawn to methods of 
detecting abnormal cell growth utilizing Pinl as a marker) for prosecution in this 
application, with traverse. 
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Applicants traverse the restriction between the inventions of Groups I-II (claims 
1-26 and 27-37, respectively). Applicants respectfully submit that the inventions of 
Groups I-II are directed to methods of detecting and staging abnormal cell growth. 

Applicants respectfully submit that a sufficient search and examination with 
respect to the inventions of Groups I-II can be made without serious burden on the 
Examiner. As the M.P.E.P. states: 



[i]f the search and examination of an entire application can be 
made without serious burden, the examiner must examine it on the 
merits, even though it includes claims to independent or distinct 
inventions. 



M.P.E.P. § 803. 

The inventions of Groups I-II have both been classified in Class 435, subclass 4. 
As such, the searches with regard to these inventions would be co-extensive and would 
not involve a serious burden on the Examiner. Applicants, therefore, request that the 
Examiner examine Groups I-II. 

Applicants reserve the right to traverse the restriction between the non-elected 
groups in this or a separate application. 



If a telephone conversation with Applicants' attorney would expedite the 
prosecution of the above-identified application, the Examiner is urged to call Applicants' 
attorney at (617) 227-7400. 



LAHIVE & COCKFIELD, LLP 
28 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel. (617) 227-7400 
Dated: February 14, 2002 



SUMMARY 



Respectfully submitted, 




T^ymnia L. Kanik, Ph.D. 
ReC No. 37,320 
Attorney for Applicants 



